A number of meetings have been held subsequently, the most recent international developments being (a) the Chatham House meeting report 'Shifting from Emergency Response to Prevention of Pandemic Disease Threats at Source'; (b) the document 'The FAO-OIE-WHO Collaboration: Sharing responsibilities and coordinating global activities to address health risks at the animal-humanecosystems interfaces', which was endorsed by the Directors-General of the three organizations, and (c) the Hanoi Declaration at the International Ministerial Conference: ''Animal and Pandemic Influenza: the Way Forward'' in Hanoi, all of which occurred in April 2010. Two important international technical meetings have also been held, one hosted by the Canadian Government in Winnipeg in 2009, and the second in May 2010 by the US Centers for Disease Prevention and Control, both with the support of WHO, OIE and FAO, but importantly, in our view, these two meetings were by invitation only.
The purpose of the Melbourne meeting is to open the One Health debate to the wider international scientific and policy making community, particularly to the Asia Pacific countries where many of the risks emanate; to provide a forum for discussing these risks with respect to global health, trade, and food security; and to explore possible ways to better prepare and plan in order to prevent or mitigate future pandemic threats.
We are determined to achieve real outcomes from this meeting in terms of mapping forward One Health activities on a global basis and having Australia start to play a major role in achieving this. To this aim, we have organized a series of panel sessions during the meeting to debate the issues at hand and the way forward. We have EcoHealth 7, S1-S2, 2011 DOI: 10.1007 Editorial Ó 2011 International Association for Ecology and Health invited a number of prominent scientists and policy makers onto these panels to ensure their success. We have organized a number of keynote speakers to present in plenary session and specifically on the Tuesday evening of the meeting, to provide context and raise issues for debate both by the panels and from the audience in general.
We trust that you will see from these abstracts and posters, and from the program itself, that we have organized a fascinating and dynamic three days of Congress. As an Organizing Committee, we have been overwhelmed with the positive response to the meeting, the quality and number of abstracts and posters, and the positive approach from all asked to participate on panels and present keynote lectures. We can only hope the outcomes will fulfill this promise.
John S. Mackenzie
